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Council as the representative, neither of a race nor a clique, but of
the citizens at large.
Among the many messages of congratulations and goodwill that
poured in upon Pherozeshah was one from the people of Nagpur,
who, at a public meeting held on 24 June 1893, expressed their
profound satisfaction at the election to the Councils of their res-
pective provinces of such stalwarts of the national movement as
W. C. Bonnerji, Lai Mohan Ghosh, Surendranath Bannerji and
Pherozeshah, In communicating the resolution to the last-named, the
President of the Standing Committee of the Congress in Nagpur,
referred in flattering terms to his leadership in the Congress camp
and the prominent position he had all along occupied in its delibera-
tions, and assured him of the warm regard of the people of the
Central Provinces, who desired to see him returned to the Supreme
Legislative Council. This hope was soon to be realized.
The first meeting of the Local Legislative Council was held 00
27 July 1893, at Poona, where the Government of Bombay secluded
themselves for more than four months in the year* The chosen few
who had found admission into the sacred portals of the Council Hall
were there, eager to grasp with both hands the opportunities which
had been opened out to the representatives of the people. Among
Pherozeshah's colleagues were Messrs. Ranade, Naoroji N. Wadia
and Chimanlal Setalvad. The right of interpellation and discussion
of the Budget, conceded for the first time, was exercised by them
with a freedom and knowledge, which must have silenced those
scoflFers who held the representative principle in contempt.
Lord Harris, in opening the proceedings, welcomed the members,
and reminded them that their object was to get through the maxi-
mum of useful work with the minimum of unnecessary debate.
Whether as a result of this gratuitous piece of advice oc otherwise,
the orations in this first Council meeting, compared to the exhaust-
ing performances which became the vogue in later years, were brief
and to the point. Pherozeshah's criticisms were mostly coafioed to
questions relating to the Government grant to the University, the
contribution of the Corporation to the Qty Police Force, aod the
cost of the separation of judicial from executive foactiolis. On all